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^MTED STATES GOVERl ENT 

Memorandum 


''A 

D; iRTMENT OF JUSTICE 


TO 


FROM 


Fred M, Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


ltI W, Belcher, Chief 
;neral Crimes Section 


date; May 2h, 1968 
129-11 


subject: Garrison's subpoena of Archivist 


The United States Marshal's office informed us today that 
they received a phone call from either Orleans Parish District 
Attorney's office or the Office of the Criminal Sheriff in 
Louisiana asking them to hold the original subpoena directed 
to the Archivist as they are forwarding an amended subpoena 
correctly identifying the Archivist as Mr. James Rhoads. 

Assistant United States Attorney Joe Hannon was advised of 
this development. Upon receipt of the amended subpoena, he will 
advise the United States Marshal that it is ineffective under 
D. C. law and should therefore be returned. 



U3o 



May 2U, 1968 




/; '■ 

L. Alcock 
Assistant District Attorney " 
Orleans 
Avenue 

, Louisiana 70119 ^ 


■' K[ceiv£j 
fvlAY 27 i:'3 
:cc:<ET ur-!:T 


Daar Mr* Alcock: 






This is in reply to your letter of May 6, 1968, 
in irtilch you adrised tl^t former FHI Social Agent Regis 
L. Kennedy would be called by the State of Louisiana in 
the case of State v. Clay L* Shaw to testify to matters 
covered in his interviews with Dean A, Andrews. 


With regard to the possibility that the cross- 
examination of Mr. Kennedy may involve matters not directly 
covered within the interviews of Mr, Andrews, please be 
advised that if that situation does arise Mr. Kennedy shall 
refer the presiding judge to 28 C.F.R, l6.12-l6.liv and 
refuse to answer tintil the matter has been brought to the 
attention of the Attorney General, and the Attorney General 
has an opportunity to perform the function which is 
referred to him by virtue of this Regulation. 

Very truly yours, 

LOUIS C. LaOOUR 

United States Attorney 


GENB 3. PAIHISANO 

First Assistant U, 3, Attorney 


OSPvcbu / 

bcc: l/<Jarl W, Belcher 

Criminal Division 
CSxLef, G^eral Crimes Section 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D, G. 


Slid 





■ CTyTL 

Qa^eroi Clcdma Sac 


32-/^ 2-^) 









• .‘k 




Fom DJ-96« 
<R«r. ^23^66) 


\^EB 


DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 

ROUTir SLIP 


■UILOINO ROOM 






QtlONATUNE □ COMHeil’r O RK" CONVERSATION 

□ APPNOVAt I I NECESSARY ACTION 1 I AS REQUESTED 

□ EEE me ; y,r □ NOTE AMO RETURN QnOTE AND PILR^ 

Q3 recommendation □CAtlNE □tOUE »POE NATION 

□ ANSNER OR ACKNONU* 

EOOE ON OR NEPORE 

p-| PREPARE REPLY POR 

' — 'THE SIONATURE OP 


u^- ^ ^ 




, 




EXT. DATE 


C vCir 


































JEFFERY COHEMN 
7th Oisrmcr, Caufornia 


COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS 


/ 

Consresis ot tfje Ziniteb States 

Hottste of 31&epros;entatibeiEl 


AOMINISTRATIVC AMiSTANTj 
JEFFREY P. NEWMAN 

F1KUD RSFRESCNTATIVKSt 
MR» AND MRS* ROY LEMON 
Latham Squark Buii-oino 
Oakland, Caufoiinia 94612 



Congressional Liaison 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 

Gentlemen : 

I would appreciate your making avail- 
able to my office any information concern- 
ing investigations into the assassination 
of President Kennedy, since the Warren Com- 
mission's report. 
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, ' UNITED STATES COVER- 'ENT E ^RTMENT OF JUSTICE 

' Memorandum 


TO : File 


date; May 3, 1968 
129-11 


FROM : William S. Block 

General Crimes Section 
Criminal Division 

subject: Assassination of President 
John Fitzgerald Kennedy; 
William S. Walter 



Our most recent problem concerning Mr. Walter, a former 
Security Patrol Clerk in the New Orleans office of the FBI, stems 
from a letter, copy of which is attached, sent by his _ attorney , 

Guy Wootan, To Louis LaCour, United States Attorney, New Orleans, 
Louisiana, in which I<lr. Wootan advises Mr. LaCour that in the 
event Walter is subpoenaed by New Orleans District Attorney Jim 
Garrison, he expects Mr. LaCour to assert the Attorney General's 
executive privilege on behalf of Hr. Walter, as provided for in 
28 CFR 16. 12-16. lU. 

This letter, and the possibility that Walter will be 
subpoenaed by Mr. Garrison, raises very grave problems for us, in 
light of Mr. Walter's statement of March 26, I968, to the FBI 
in which -he advised that while on duty in the Hew Orleans FBI 
office on November 17, 1963* he received a TWX message from Bureau 
headquarters v/hich stated that there might be an assassination 
attempt on President Kennedy in Texas, This statement contradicted 
earlier interviews by the FBI o‘f Walter in which he categorically 
denied receiving any such message. 

A number of courses of action are available to us at the 
present time, each with its own problems and pitfalls. As a first 
alternative, we could wait for Garrison to subpoena Walter and then 
move to quash the subpoena on the groimd that it would require the 
production of confidential Government documents. The Louisiana 
courts, however, have usually held such a motion to be premature, 
sajUng that the time for objection is when the documents are actu- 
ally sought. In this instance, the Attorney General could send 
Walter a telegram instructing him not to testify concerning any 
matters relating to his employment by the FBI. The problem with 
this course of action is that since Walter is no longer employed by 
the Bureau, there are no sanctions that could be used to compel him 
to obey such a directive. In addition, even if Walter was disposed 
to honor- the Attorney General's request, it is questionable that he 
could hold up under the badgering he can be expected to receive 



from Garrison. Faced with a contempt charge, it seems likely that 
Walter would choose to ignore the Attorney General’s request and 
testify. Another problem with this approach is that it would leave 
us open to charges by Garrison that the Government was suppressing 
the "truth," that there re al ly was a Bureau teletype to the effect 
that President Kennedy would be assassinated in Texas. 

Instead of waiting for the ax to fall, we could take the 
initiative by indicting Walter under l8 U.S.C. 1001 for the false 
statements made to the FBI on March 26, I968. This would, of course, 
necessitate our proving in open court the falsity of his claim, 
which could result in our having to produce Bureau records on a 
large scale. In addition, there is some doubt as to whether Section 
1001 applies to a case where a person furnishes information to the 
Bureau at the Bureau's request. However, if we choose to use this 
route, we coiild bring Walter before a grand jury, have him repeat 
his story, and then indict him under 18 U.S.C, 1621 for per^jury before 
a grand Jury. Again let me stress the problem here, which is that 
FBI records, on a wholesale basis, might have to be disclosed in order 
to prove the falsity of Walter's claims. For example, the court could 
conceivably require the production of copies of all the incoming 
messages received at the Hew Orleans office on Hovember 17, I963, and, 
perhaps, the day before and the day al'ter. In addition to this 
problem, were we to use this approach it might well foreclose any 
attempt on our part to invoke the Attorney General's executive privi- 
lege to silence Mr. Walter. Since we would be producing Government 
documents in the criminal prosecution of Mr, Vfalter, the courts, and 
Mr. Walter, might reasonably feel that the privilege no longer was 
necessary. 


A third alternative available to us is to again contact 
Mr. Walter in the hope that he will finally tell the truth. We could 
direct a letter to his attorney, Suy Wootan, informing him that a 
thorough review of Bureau files plus an investigation of employees 
on duty at the New Orleans office on November 17, 1963, fails to 
reveal any message such as the one his client, Walter, claims to have 
received. We could then note that to protect the Government 's 
interest in this matter we may be forced to criminally prosecute 
Walter under 18 U.S.C, 1001 for the false statements made to the 
Bureau on March 26, I968. We might conclude the letter by offering 
to meet with him and Mr. Walter in the event that Mr. Walter’s state- 
ments to the Bureau were the product of a faulty memory, rather than 
a wilful attempt to mislead, 

Mr. Kossack, Mr. Belcher and I have discussed these various 
alternatives, on an informal basis, with representatives of the FBI, 
and they have promised to consider them and let us know which coTirse 
of action they deem most appropriate. 



J 




Ilr. 2-v.y "'ootan 

"oztan, Hox.'cattj Simons t: Lemoine 
16u9 I'lational Bank of Connerce Bnilding 
Nev Orleans, Louisiana 70112 

Bear Mr, "'ootan: 


This is to acknovledge your letter of April 30, 1963, in ivnich 
you gave tnis office notice, pursuarit to 26 CFR 16.13(a), tnat your 
client, iillian 3. Valter, is being asked to disclose information 
he acquired while employed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

As a result of the interview of Hr. Valter by tne FBI on I-Iarch 
26, 1968 , the Bureau conducted an extensive investigation of tne 
allegations made by Hr. V’alter relative to a T.'T message he alleged 
to have received wnile on duty as a Sec’ority Patrol Clerk on November 
17 , 1963 , at New Orleans. A thorough investigation of the files 
at the Bureau's New Orleans office^ and at Bureau headquarters in 
Washington, D.C., failed to reveal any such message. In addition, 
ir.terviev's with Bureau employees vho were oni duty at thie Nev Orleans 
office on November 17, 1963, confirms ixax f the fact that such a 
message w;as never received. 


In light of these facts and because of tne seriousness of 
'•‘alter 's allegations, it may be necessary for the Oovemnent to 
erta-.e a criminal nrosecv.tior of V.r , 'falter under the prcvusions 


of Section ICO}, Title 13, United States 
he made to the Bureau on t'arcn 26, 1963, 
a prosecution, ho'-ev r, -■•e should again ' 
and w.ith ''e feol that Hr. Walter's 

be the product of a faulty m.enory ratner 
to falsify information. 


ode, for the false statements 
Before ■annertaking such 



Please contact me at your earliest convenience so tr.at we may 
arrange for sucn a meeting. 


Sincerely, 


LcuC our 





VJootan, Howcott, Siraons & Lemoina 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law 
16';9 National Banlc of Comrierce Building 
Nev; Orleans, Louisiana 70112 


April 30, 1968 


Mr. Louis LaCour 
United States Attorney 
Eastern District of Louisiana 
500 St. Louis Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana 7OI3O 

He: VfilliaiT! S. Walter 

Dear Mr. LaCour: 

This letter is to place your office on notice pursuant 
to Title 23, Chapter 1, Code of Federal Regulations, Sections 
16.12 - 16. If', that 2iy client, Nillieri S. Walter, is being ashed 
to disclose information relating to material contained in the 
files of the Department of Justice vjhile prc-'/lously employed by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

As soon aSTgr client is subpoenaed by the District 
Attorney's office (Orleans Parish, Louisiana) it is assur:ied that 
your office shall appear with Mr. Walter before any court or 
other authority and furnish same, with a copy of the aforemen- 
tioned Regulations. Please advise. 

TharAing you for your prompt attention, I remain 

Very truly yours. 


Guy Wootan 


William S. 'Walter 
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To; Mr. Belc.. v ,i 

From; Bill Block 

Subject; Villiam S. vralterj Garrison •s."New Evidence" 

On tne Johnny Carson "Tonignt” show of January 31* 1?68, D.A. Jim 
Garrison stated that he had an affidavit from Mark Lane relating to Lane's 
interview of a former security clerk in the New Orleans office of the 
FBI, William S. Walter. Garrison alleged that Walter infoimed Lane that 
on the morning of Nov. 17, 1963, at vdiich time Walter was on duty as a 
Security Clerk in tne N.O. FBI office, tne N.O. office received a TVTC 
message which stated that an attempt to assassinate Pres. Kenpedy would 
be made in Dallas on Sov. 22, 1963. Garrison further alleged that 
Walter told Mark Lane that trie FBI had also sent a directive to the 
N.O. office instructing the various Agents who had conducted intervie^rs 
concerning tne assassination to examine their interview reports to make 
sure there were no conflicts contained in tnemj further, tnat the Agents 
were ordered to resolve any conflicts, prepare new reports, and destroy 
tne old reports. 



'/'alter contacted the Jacksonville, Florida office of the FBI on 
Feb. 1, 1966, and was intervievied. He f±x stated that he first met Mark 
Lane in Dec. 1967, while attending Lane's speech at Tulane University, 
'•'alter, i:no was accompanied by a friend, was approacned by Mrs. Lane, who 
apparently overheard Walter's friend mention that Falter was emnloyed 
by the FBI, Mrs. Lane asked Valter to talk witn her husband, but he 
declined to do so. At this time Mrs, Lane told '-'alter that "we have 
some information indicating that tne FBI knew the assassination was 
going to -take place." 'Valter was tnen absent from N.O. until Jan, I6, 
1966. ^1— M 7:: 

Ttia rest 

of tne time was spent traveling.) ’/'hen he inais returned, he learned that 
a member of tne N.O. DA's staff, a Mr. Drital, vras endeavoring to contact 
him. 1-'alter tnereupon called Bri'bal and arranged to meet with him, 

X-.'hen Falter arrived, Brital was there with two other investigator^ from 
the DA's office, and with I'jc, and Mrs, Mark Lane, '•’alter stated that 
these persons endeavored to persuade him t’mt he had knowledge of a 
teletype message from Bureau Headcuarters advising that Pres. Kennedy 
would be assassinated in Dallas, Walter claimed -that he denied knowledge 
of sucn a message. He also denied that he gave any affidavit or sigr.ed 
statement to anyone concerning either such a message, or an FBI directive 
instructing Agents to resolve all conflicts in assassination interviews, 

'■■•'alter claimed that tne DA's investigators and I'lr. and Mrs. Lane 
persistently urged nin to furnisn sucn information. He also- claimed 
tnat they offered ni.m inducement 3 such as expenses, lump sum payments, 

3ind employccent with Garrison if he fumisned -tne information tney 
desired, but that he refused'. their offers. 










- 2 - 


On Feb. 2, 1968j 't-ralter informed -ttia N.O. office of the FBI that 
vrhen ±u he returned to II. 0. from Jacksonville, Fla., he found a letter 
from Mark Lane, which had been slipped under the door of nis apartment. 
In this letter Lane states: "There are two ways that tne material 

you referred to may be vised. Either you ivay give to me the telegram 
Which speaks for itself ... or I recommer^ to Hr. Garrison that he 
use all of the other data available including a sworn statement by me as 
to our conversation." ^ 

Valter informed tne N.Q. office of tne FBI that he imm^iately 
contacted Lane through a telephone number listed to Garrison's office, 
’.'alter stared he emphatically denied to Lane the statements attributed 
to him. Falter advised the FBI tnat during his first con’rersation 
with Lane, Lane told him that he possessed information about an FBI 
K-T message and that there aire people who are putting their jobs and 
lives on the line in order to cooperate with Lane, Falter stated it 
was nis impression tnat Lane is endeavoring to locate disgruntled 
former employees of the FBI viho might be persuaded to cooperate with 
him in his investigation of the assassination, Falter stated that he 
has contacted an attorney In N.O., Guy Footflen, and that he does not 
plan to testify before the Orleans Parish Grand Jury, 



T-’’alter - page 3 



On March 19, 1968, United States Attorney Louis C, LaCour, Mev 
Orleans, Louisiana, informed the FBI that tralter and his attorney, Guy 
vrooten, visited Mr. LaCour's office of March 13, 1968. At this time, 
I^alter stated that he recalled being on duty at the Mev Orleans FBI 
office from 12 o'clock midnight to 8 a.m., Nov, 17, 1963, and that 
he recalled receiving sometime during the early morning hoirrs of Nov, 

17, 1963 , a teletype from FBI Headquarters, Mashington, D.C., which 
stated there would be an attempt on the life of President Kennedy in 
connection with the President's trip to Texas, Walter stated:' that he 
probably notified Mr. Harry G. Haynor, then Special Agent in Charge of 
the New Orleans Office, of the receipt of this telej^ype. He also said 
that he does not have a copy of this teletype and has no information 
as to who might possess a copy of it. Walters also stated that he 
had told Mark Lane he did not know af any such teletype, for the 
reason that upon his departure from the FBI he had been instructed 
that he was not to divulge any information obtained by him during 
his Bureau employment. 

While Mr, LaCour does not know if Walter is presently under sub- 
poena by Garrison's office, he does know that Garrison indicated to 
Wooten, Walter's attorney, in a telephone conversation that it was 
Garrison's intention to s u^poena Walter. 

Mr. LaCour also advised that approximately one month ago (the 
middle of February), he was contacted by Wooten, who inquired if Walter 
would be in violation of federal law if he testified before a State 
grand jury and divulged information gained during his empla^/ment ;:ith 
the Bureau, LaCour Informed Wooten that research would be done on that 
question. (LaCour has concluded that there is no criminal penalty for 
divulging such information. 3 In addition, ’-*ooten also inquired if the 
executive privilege from testifying before legislative bodies applied 
to former Bureau employees. Wooten was informed tnat this privilege 
does apply to former Bureau employees and that "alter could urge tne 
privilege if he chose in tne event he ax was called before a State grand 
jury. 

Because of the inconsistencies in the stories '‘alter has told to 
the FBI and to LaCour, we have given them our permission to reinterview 
Walter. (See Bureau memo of Karen 20, 1968.) 
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Mrs. Lane who obviously overheard the conversation approached Walters 

concerned over his with the FBI and she then invited 

him to t^aUt with Mark Lane stating it was Walters* patriotic duty to 
disclose any information he might have. 

He was absent from New Orleans most of the time until January l6, I968 
when he retiimed to his apartment and learned that a member of the New 
Orleans District Attorney's staff was endeavoring to contact him. He 
made contact with this person and was shortly approached by 3 HA 
investigators and Mr. & Mrs. Eane. These persons endeavored to persuade 
him to admit he had knowledge of a message from Bureau head- 
quarters to all south regional offices that President Kennedy 

would be assassinated in Dallas. He disclaimed knowledge of such a 
message also asserting if he had such knowledge he woild be unable to 

divulge same. Walters gave an affidavit its 

nature stating he had not received such a message while by 

FBI or that he had told anyone of a FBI directive quoting agents 

who investigated the assassination to examine interview reports and to 

destroy reports where were locked. He states he was 

persistently urged to urn such information offered such as 

expenses, ranging frcaBuimSBhnts (no specific amounts mentioned) 

with DA Garrison; but made no such statements to Mark Lane, his 

wife or any other persons at any time. 
























ApnJj. IS, l^6S 


Dea/i (jiriQA&d^man. Q>njian, 


(hank tjou fo/t tjouA. acUvrvi conceMning. mf ingui/uj. 
/lelaied io ike. oyia^i/uixailtyn. of. pfieAuieni ^ohn F, 

Kennedtj, you po'vm/tcLeai nvj ieiieji io Aa/yLiiarvi Aiionneg 
(^enjSJwX. Fnanh F. ^io^e/icjuift. In. an/iwen io nvj. ieiieA. 
rh, Ub^encAapi did. an/iiveji rry. fljiM. que^^ilon. concerning 
ike Imfo/mailon ajA/ien.iiig in ike NaLLonaJ A/udu.ver, 

Hotieven, ke failed, io make awj mention of mi f. .second 
que/iilon, have a nunhen of people, colled aa wilner^'^ 

In ike cunnenl caoe of Dlrinlci Aiionneg garner C/onnLaon, 
^uddenhg mei tuLik renlour accidenti?" (fplncldence? 
i^hgbe if 11 ujene one, iuo, on iknee people bat not 
iklniig-^ix! l^n, Hb^encnafl failed io commenl on 
Fn. tjOAAlAonA care, ALao, Fn. llb^encnafl /iinied ihai 
ikene woa no evidence io conlnadlcl ike ll'annen QjmmLi^lon, 
iku4 a new incj^ulnig would noi be openecL Of all ike bocka 
ikal I kave pnevloaalg meniloned In mg leiiena, one, 

Six Seconds In Dallcus-bg 'po/slak Thompson, kas made a 
.bo/silng Impnession on me, Fk. Ihompson pnevserats ike 
evidence (ike rame evidence ikal was nevLewed bg ike 
Ha/inen (brwiLsysion) oeemLnglg wiikoui pnegudlce, and 
paove^ begond ike rllgktesi /skadow of a doubi ikai ikene 
was mone ikon one asassin» Bg dined Inienvlems and 
minuie pkoiognapklc examlnailon fon Life l^'aga^lne flk, 
Thompson pnoves ikai ike ll’annen (bmmLsrlon io ai lead, 
panilallg wnong. Of counse ihLs sialemenl pends on ike 
Imfonmaiion in ike Ancklves. 




;ru^Fi Li'f; 






I would like io kean Fk, lUo^encAafts commends on ike 
book as well as gouns Th, Qinman, 

Being a siudenl ai San Fennando Valleg Siaie Qsllege, 

I look ike opponlunllg io ilsien io Senaion Tlobenl F, 
Kennedg uken ke necentbg vislled ike campus. In conwenilng 
on ike asasslnailon ke said ikal ke kas nead ike neponls 
In ike Anckives and Is complelelg sailsfled bg ike 


fjjndjjiQ^ of, Ike. (fonvnUiy^iori, I mu^i /iojj. ikat ike/UL 

muci be .dome QAecct /itatesnsjxt of tAJuik in. ike Anckive^ 
ikai ike pobiic doedn'i know ahoui, on. uhti eZde would 
k'n. Keimeckj. .datf ikld? l^wjbe ke Ld injfinQ. -io pnoiect 
kLi ovn political fulune. tinai even ike neodon ikene id 
dom&iking. wnonQ. someplace, Addo, iilvj mold kh.^annodon 
coAAif kid accudoiiond od fan od ke kod if ke did not 
konediiij. believe ikai. ke had dome neal pnoof of ike 
faaitd of ike Wanaen (oimiddion.? loan commenid and 
ikode of kh, Hb^encnafi ujLLL be ^/leailij. appneciaiedL 



till. 

fieode comment if tjou would like me io dend fuiu/ie 
comnumicaiion. dinecily. io kh, Vh'^enc/taft. 









ROBERT TAFT, jR. 
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ADMIM 8 TIUTIVC ASSYTANT 


May 17, 1968 


TO: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

MISS SYDNEY D.INE (CONGRESSMAN TAFT ' S' OFFICE) 
1315 LONGWORTH 

ENCLOSED LETTER ABOUT KENNEDY ASSASSINATION . - 
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May 22, 1968 


MEMO TO: DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FROM: MISS SYDNEY DINE (CONGRESSMAN TAFT'S OFFICE) 

1315 LONGWORTH BUILDING 

RE: KENNEDY ASSASSINATION 

COMMENTS ON THE ENCLOSED LETTERS WOULD BE APPRECIATED 










The Honorable Robert Taft, Jr. 
HOUSE OF Representati VES 
V< ASH I NOTON , O.C. 

20515 


Dear Mr. Taft: 

Thank you for your letter of Way 3ro, expressing your viev;s on the nou-o i scr im i nati on - 

HOUSING SECTION OF THE CiVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 196G. .'.LTHOUGM V/E DO NOT FIND OURSELVES IN 
agreement on the relative importance of THE SACRIFICE OF ONE PERSON’S RIGHTS TO ASSURE 
THE RIGHT'S OF ANOTHER, 1 00 RESBECT YOUR OES 1 RE TO VOTE YOUR CONVICTION. PERHAPS WE 
WOULO BOTH agree THaT IT IS INOEEO REGRETTABLE THAT SUCH LEGISLATION IS EVEN CONSIOERED 

necessary in our country. 


Certainly in its broadest context each neighborhood coulo ano v/oulo accept integration. 
It appears most unfortunate that pressure from two extremes, the very affluent liberal 

WHITE community, WHICH ITSELF HAS THE FINANCIAL WHE RE-V/ 1 TH-A LL TO "PROTECT" ITS COMMUN- 
ITY FROM integration, ANO IN WHICH THERE IS PRACTICALLY nONE, ANO THE VERY POOR NEGRO. 
COMMUNITY, WHICH CURRENTLY HAS THE EAR OF THE BODY POLITIC, FORCES INTEGRATION IN THE 
MIDDLE CLASS COMMUNITY WHICH SEEMS TO BE ABLE TO 00 LITTLE LATELY EXCEPT BEAR THE ECON- 
OMIC ANO SOCIAL brunt OF "REFORM". 'WE ARE ALL GUILTY OR- HYPOCRISY, BUT HOW MUCH MORE SO 
IS THE man from ^YANNIS PORT OR TEXAS. 


I HE real PURPOSE OF THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS TO ASK IF 

investigation of' the Kennedy assassi nation. 1 must s 
THERE are a number OF ISSUES LEFT UNRESCLVEO IN MY Ml 
WITH SEVERAL FRIENDS, I FIND THAT WE ARE ALL SHARING 
rCRE/iDST IN CUR MINOS IS HOW A NEW ORLEANS GRAND JUR 

Clay Chaw when the F.3,|. atParently chcse tc ignore 

TO KNOW WHY THE EVIDENCE HAS BEEN IMPOUNDED IN THE I', 
IMPOSSIBLE TO FOLLOW GARRISON'S PROGRESS IN THE PRES 


there is any MOVE TO RE-OPEN THE 
AY that having' read THE V.ARREN REPORT 
NO, Having recently oiscussed this 
similar doubts as to its VALIDITY'. 

Y could return a true bill against 
HIS importance. V.'e would also like 
ATIONAL archives and why it HAS BECCU 


! SINCERELY BELIEVE THAT THE AMERICAN PEOPLE HAVE NO 
considerable effort has been MaOE to INOEEO CLOUO TH 
THAT I 'iOULD NECESSARILY BELIEVE ALL THE I '.IP L I C AT I DN 
OF THE F.3.I. and C.I.A. are leveling. I 00 BELIEVE 
TO ANS'WER its CRITICS ANO ESTABLISH GOOO FAITH WITH 


T been TOLO the entire STORY ANO THAT 
E TRAGIC EVENT. ThIS IS NOT TO IMPLY 
S OF CLOAK and DAGGER THAT CRITICS 
that THE GOVERNMENT HAS AN OOLIGATIO.N 
ITS CONSTITUENTS. 


YOUR comments would be appreciated. 


S I NCE.RELY, 
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